
41. The CLEC loses even more money if intraLATA toll revenue is not

included. SWBT's general pricing policy position in Oklahoma is that notwithstanding

the purchase of unbundled local switching, the new entrant is not entitled to the

intraLATA toll revenue. Although the AT&T/SWBT Arbitration Order was silent on this

point,32 SWBT's SGAT expressly states: "Until IntraLATA Dialing Parity, all

intraLATA tolls initiated by ULS Port will be routed to SWBT. The LSP will pay

IntraLATA toll rates for such calls. No ULS usage charges will apply to LSP in such

event. "33 I understand that this position is contrary to the Act and to the Commission's

regulations. The following table illustrates the negative consequences to competition

from SWBT's policy of keeping intraLATA toll revenue:34

Residential Single Line Customer Revenue/Platform Cost Analysis

PUD 960000218
Interim Pricing SGAT Pricing

Toll Excluded View Toll Excluded View

Revenue
Local
IntraLATA Toll
InterLATA Access

Total Revenue

Cost of Goods (platform)
Gross Margin
Gross Margin Percentage

$27.99
0.00
2.38

$30.37

$37.25
($6.88)
(22.65)

$27.99
0.00
2.38

$30.37

$42.79
($12.42)
(40.90)

UNENRC = $ 185.95

32 This issue was not addressed in the Oklahoma arbitration between AT&T and SWBT
because AT&T assumed that SWBT would comply with its obligation under the Act to
provide non-discriminatory access to the switch, including its features, functions and
capabilities, which would include intraLATA toll revenue. (47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3) and 47
C.F.R. §§ 51-307; 51.309(b).) It was not until post-arbitration negotiations that SWBT
revealed its intent to keep intraLATA toll revenue.

33 SGAT, Appendix UNE, , 12.1O.2.C

34 This analysis, to the extent that it relates to SGAT pricing, utilizes the rates set forth in
the SGAT's Pricing Schedule Appendix.
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42. To confirm my conclusions across the array of end users, I have prepared

additional profiles (Attachment 6) to illustrate that SWBT's UNE prices and

discriminatory restrictions placed on use of the unbundled network elements will preclude

a CLEC from making any profit, except for that portion of the market represented by the

very largest of long distance and intraLATA toll users. This expanded analysis confirms

that the SGAT's pricing and its restrictions on collection of intraLATA toll revenues by

CLECs will prevent a new entrant from operating profitably, even if it targets those

customers that generate 460 minutes of originating and terminating long distance and 180

minutes of originating and terminating intraLATA toll minutes. Simply stated, SWBT's

pricing for residential customers provides absolutely no opportunity for competition to

develop.

-22-



FCC DOCKET CC NO. 97-121
AFFIDAVIT OF STEVEN E. TURNER

I declare under penalty of petjury that the foregoing is true and accurate to the best

ofmy knowledge and belief.

Executed on April~, 1997.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME thi~i~y ofApril 1997.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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the Interconnection Agreement between Southwcstem Ben and Intcnncdia on De~e1Ubcr 18t

1996. meet berewitb. topther with various schedules, exluDits wi appendices incorporated

ubitrIdoA ollll)' laue U requlrecl.

AppIioW... the Commillioaf
• approval aftha Ap'eement. coDlistellt with the

prcMIIoDI otthe FcdanlM.adCAe 165:'5-17-1• •t Iff. Southwestern Bell believa that.

the lmp1cmentadon of this Apcement complies fully with I ~2(e) of the PecIera1 Act

beo... the ......... is «misteDt with·the public iDtaac. cOIlvmience IDd necess,ity aDd

.so.. :uat cIlIcrimhWe apinst any telecommllDications camer. The AJ;reement promotes

dlwni1y illptWiden. proWta tar iDta'camI.ect:Mty between. the partia' respective su:tworks

adwiIl1ea4 to IncreuecI customer cboica fOr te*omJmlldcauOlll services once hconex'•
.' .
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App1icIDt reapecdWly requuII tbat the Cammissian armt expeditious IpprOVal of this

Apeemat, w1tbGut chap. auapeuio&l or ok delay in ltI impl=cntatiOD. ThiJ i. a

biIaterallp"'lD\ racbecI u aRIUlt ol_IQdati_1D4 CCIDpIOIDiIe.between competitors,

11I4 Soathw...... Bell beJicva that procedure. for review of the Apeement ahould be

clafped to pend expeditious implematation thereot and that lntemnUOIlI should be

.trict1y limited CODllltellt with the scope of review specified by the Federal Act IDd the

Commf.daa'. appUcable rules.
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WHEREFORE, App1icMt respecdWy requcJa that tbe Commission approve the

_~ ApemeatbetweeD SouIhwatem Be11111d Jntumedia, IIUl such addltlonal

reliJu tM eomm:.oa dee. properad reuauYe.
~1Uhmitted.

( j - j(~.
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RJok OJ-bed..
QfJlce oftile Attrw:rwy 0aIenI
112 S_CIpbDJ Bui1cHq
Old..... aty. OX 73105
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BEFORETIm CORPORATION CQMMlSSION OF THE STATE OF OICLAHOMA

APPUCAnON or SOtTrHWES1'ERN BELL
TELlPHON!COMPANYP01JJPROV~OF
INTEllCONNIC11ON A01tBEMENT wrI'H
tN'l"BRMBDIA COMMt1NICAnONS.INc.
PUUUANT TO I U2(o) OF tHB
TBI.ECmOdUNICAnONS ACf0' 1996.

)
)
)
)
)
) CAUSE NO. POD 970, _

''''PAmOIL bu(l SpAJlLING

STATE OF OICLAHOMA )
) u:

COUNTY OF OlCLAHOMA )

Seton ... the UD.dersiped NotaIy Publla. on the~ day ot JID\1IIY, 1997.

penouDy apparecI L. Bmce SparHna. Direotor..compctitiw Anurmce for SomhWIItaD
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Competldw Auanaae b ScnI1bwestenl BeD. ad I haw kuwleclp

.CODeemJna 1M 1DtInJcJnntodaa~ betweIIl SoadlWltlai. BIIlID.Cl
IDtemecUa CommUDicatloal. r.. ("Iaterme&, GIl behalfofSouthWlltlm
Bell. I have"penaul kDowIIdp of_ proviIioDI of tile Ap'eemat. The
pIrCieI clDfpndy DqOdatDd1lDder the Tl1Iaonmuaicatioal N:t. of 1996,
anlmfnadn. ill.excc:aied qrnmat QIl ;December 18. 1996.

2. The IDtercaaucdoA Aareem- toptha' witb ill 1Chedules, ahlDitl ad
...~ IDooIpanted tbIniD, IN" iDtqntecIpacke• ad are die resultof'"6idl1lDl'HeDadl AeIOtiItlcm aIUl compromise betweeA oompetitors.

3. TMlmplema.tatloa oft1UllDteroolmeodaD. Aantmat it 00DIiItut widL the
pubUo iDterest. cOilveDi.lDce ad. ....Iit¥. 0Dce IDtcrmecIia bu· dectift
tarUrI mel ID approved certltlcate of CoaVllDieD04' mr! Nece..it)'. the
~ Aafeemat will allow 1M cxc1w1p' of tnmo between
Southwestlnl BeD mel 1DtenDc4i&. fbrChcriq the truII1tioD of
~ compedtiOll in1bo State ofOJdahoana.'. poUoy wbic:h hu
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kcalclvoeatecl by thi.'CommisaiOl1 and the United States Conar'''. The
AgreamCDc aDoWi divcnicy.in provicl~ provide. tor interconnecti.vity and
iDGnUCI t\J$1I0&' =Ole.. for telecommunlcatioDS ScMCes.

4, This IntercomlectiOD ApemcDt is pro-compctilive in that it allows for
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ill reoeivlq local ceJepbOM Ienice from Soutbwestcm BeD. iD.cluclina the
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to 911 with no disparity In diallDa, mel an ability to plaoe and. receive
I1temativcly billed calls.

5. TmplmlafaciDllof1be_~Il~ wiD proWSe IDd uen with
IdditkuI cbDice fer IocI1 tIIcpbcM aerW:c srabject to the .... lervicc quality

. ItIDdIrdI and seMce cap.bDlda u tboA nquire4 by the Commiuloa'i rule.
adwbich tad UMII haw tnditfnn.'ly come to crxpect lmm their looal..mcc
provider.

6. t'biI~ Apeemaat does DDt diIcrimiute apmat IllY
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qreameDt

7. The 1'DtacomIectioa Aarecmat providet ImIImedla acceu and
interooJmeetion to SouthwaterA Ball utwOIk facl11tia for the provilioD of
teleoonummicatlODl seMceI to both relideD.dal and bushu=u customerI.

NOTAllY PlJBUC
My Commit,loa Exp1ru:
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BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA
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JOHNSON, DIRECTOR OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITY DIVISION,
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION
COMMISSION TO EXPLORE THE
REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 271
OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
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)
)

)
)
)
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APPEARANCES

thereon;

proceedings were had:

The Cause was called for hearing, and the following

*****

JOHN GRAY, Assistant General Counsel for the Oklahoma
Corporation Commission, Public Utility Division, appeared for
the Commission Staff;

This Cause PUD 970000064 came on for hearing on the 16th

RONALD E. STAKEM and STEPHEN F. MORRIS, Attorneys, appeared
for MCI Telecommunications Corporation;

MICKEY MOON and DARA DERRYBERRY, Attorneys, appeared for
the Attorney General;

JACK P. FITE, KATHLEEN M. LaVALLE, MICHELLE S. BOURIANOFF,
Attorneys, appeared for AT&T.

JENNIFER JOHNS, Attorney, appeared for Cox Communications
of Oklahoma.

ROGER TOPPINS and AUSTIN C. SChLICK, Attorneys, appeared
for Southwestern Bell Telephone Company.

Oklahoma for the purpose of taking testimony and reporting

NANCY THOMPSON and MARTHA JENKINS, Attorneys, appeared for
Sprint Communications Company, L.P.

Law Judge for the Corporation Commission of the State of

day of April, 1997 before Robert E. Goldfield, Administrative

J. FRED GIST, Attorney, appeared for Brooks Fiber
Communications Oklahoma, Inc. and Brooks Fiber Communications of
Tulsa, Inc.
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sworn statements by Mr. Ed Cadieux on behalf of Brooks Fiber in

so choose.

(Witness sworn.)

MR. MOON: I would like to examine, Your Honor.

The only other comment that I did want to make-- And we

We do have that

the cause. They are numbered on the Exhibit List as No. 33 and

THE COURT: Mr. Cadieux, you make take the stand.

THE COURT: Is there any cross examination?

Mr. Cadieux prepared a summary of his testimony. I have

already in the record.

that available if you would like that.

We would submit him for cross-examination by any party who would

available if you so desire.

would point out also that Mr. Kadieux is present and available.

44, and by virtue of your previous comments, I assume those are

the record subject to cross-examination. (Negative responses.)

Is there any objection to accepting Mr. Kadieux's testimony into

2
{ ...,...
" 3

4

5
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7

8

9

10

11
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13
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15

I
I

16 II
17 Ii
18

EDWARD CADIEUX
19

I called as a witness, and after having been duly sworn, testified
20

on his oath as follows, to wit:
21

CROSS EXAMINATION
22

BY MR. MOON:
23

Q This is labeled "Brief in Support of Application by SBC
24

Communications, Inc., Southwestern Bell Telephone Company and
25

Southwestern Bell Long-Distance for Provision of End Region
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InterLATA Services in Oklahoma." It was submitted as part of

have marked into the record.

Fiber.

in Subsection 271 (c) (1) (a) . "

A Well, the statement is inaccurate, erroneous in at least

The residential

the draft application by Southwestern Bell in this cause .

Mr. Kadieux, I would like to direct your attention to page

business customers over its own facilities on January 15, 1997

First of all, Brooks does not serve--has not; does not--has

A "Brooks Fiber commenced serving both residential and

6 of this draft brief and ask you to read the sentence that I

true? Or just elaborate, based on your position with Brooks

how you interpret the statute, but for purposes of Section

and thus qualifies as a facilities-based competitor not only in

the ordinary sense but also under the narrow definition set out

Q Can you explain to the Court whether that statement is

A Can I have that in front of me again?

facilities, which is what is happening.

271 (c) (1) (a), Brooks does not believe that it is serving

one if not two respects. Maybe it's three respects .

not at any time served residential customers over its own

residential customers in any manner relevant to Section

271(c) (1) (a), whether over its own facilities or over resold

facilities in Oklahoma. Period. In Brooks' view, depending on

Q Sure.
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A No.

service in Oklahoma?

as it relates to residential customers?

service. Yes.

We consider"customers" that we have are all Brooks employees.

them test customers. We have not made any general offering of

service to residential customers.

Q How many residential customers, which are your employees--

And finally, the last point is the definition of Section

A Four, total, in the state of Oklahoma.

that provision of the statute.

271{c} {l} {a}, and I won't go into the detail there, but

A Absolutely not. Not at this point.

obviously we have a significantly different interpretation of

Q And the four residential customers that Brooks Fiber

Q Is Brooks Fiber currently actively marketing residential

feet of Brooks Fiber's existing network?

Q So you would not call yourself a facilities-based provider

residential lines and a substantially higher percentage of

Q Is it true that 27 percent of Southwestern Bell's

currently is providing service to is on a resold basis?

A I have not had an opportunity to make an independent

Southwestern Bell's business lines in Tulsa are within 1,000

evaluation of that and confirm the accuracy of that. I guess

A Reselling Southwestern Bell's dial tone local exchange
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what I would say is, I would hope that our network runs

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

are not.

A There are at least four reasons that I can think of off the

But obviously, I have a much different

THE COURT: I am going to ask you to just answer the

top of my head. One, we just started our initiation of service

Secondly, Brooks has never intended to be in the resale

Bell's customers, otherwise, we have done a pretty poor job of

in any manner fairly recently. January.

somewhere in the vicinity of substantial numbers of Southwestern

network planning.

opinion as to what implications that has currently in terms of

competition.

Brooks Fiber would currently be serving a much higher number of

business on any pervasive, broad sense. As a result of that,

our primary methods of accessing customers are either connecting

to Brooks Fiber's existing network, why is Brooks Fiber not

A Well, the reason-- There are a couple' of reasons why we

residential business customers than they actually are?

A Okay. Could you ask the question again?

Q If that is the case, would it be reasonable to think that

question. That was a yes or no. He didn't ask you the reason.

serving a higher number of customers than that?

residential lines and business lines are in such close proximity

case, that such a high percentage of Southwestern Bell's

Q I will rephrase it: Why is Brooks Fiber-- If this is the
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customers directly to our fiber or connecting customers through

"

the use of unbundled loops. We are not serving customers

currently through use of unbundled loops for reasons that I

described in my testimony because we have not completed, the co-

locations as yet. We are only serving a limited number of

20

21

customers off of our fiber ring because by the nature of the

service, it is only economical for business customers and

business customers of a certain size to connect directly to the

fiber ring.

Our main desire long term is to serve as many customers as

we reasonably can by unbundled loops, but we don't have that

current availability right now.

Q Could you explain the facilities-based service that you are

currently providing to business customers?

A Well, the facilities-based service we are providing to

business customers is a subpart of the service we are providing

to our business customers; that is, directly connecting business

customers who are located in close proximity to our fiber loop,

, directly connecting them to our fiber. The transmission then

runs to our switch and from there is switched out either back to

our customers or, more likely, over the Southwester Bell network
22

!'

to terminate with Southwestern Bell customers. That is the
23
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facilities-based business customers we have right now.

We also have other business customers that are not

facilities based, in my opinion.
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FebrUary 21. 1997

1l'1OInas c. set...
SeniorTeter;onl~Analy$t
KanSIIs C01potaIOn CacmIission
1500 SW Anowt srad Road
TopIka. Kar1siIS 6S604-4027

Re: KCC Staff Data Requests· Docket No. 97·SWBT-411-G1T

Dear Mr. Bahner.

Attachment 3

P.02

8'IcIo8ed pIea$e find 1he reeponses of 8rooka FiberCommW1icaQcns to Staff's First
set 01 Data R&qUests. in the~ DodCet. If you have IIJ'I qu88d0n8
concerrillQ 1hese respoIase&. pIea$e feel to corQct me at (314)~_

-- .,.....,.
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~FiiJft PNIOlt:l1iib. IDe.
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RISPON8IS OF BROOKS MER COUUUNJCAnONS
TO KCC STAfF'S AH8T SET OF DATA REQU!STS

DOCKET NO. 97-SWBT-411.sT

I. Doyuu hav88n~agleemantwilh SWBT-K?

on?..,.: Bnx*s has NC:tJNIY 8k.JIed a Resale ......,.entand a separate,
InllllWiwMdor",~1IPI6:ab1a to K8nAs. The ReBM AgI'88II*4 illcuparates­
by""""eI ICe a rMaIe ........which was~ iCllrated in1D between SW8T and
FAST comecdons. II'C!-. and which hal preWxJSIy been apptCN9d by the Kansa$
COrpor&Uon Oammisaicn. The R__ AgI8eR18nt was executed by the par1ie8 en
FebnJaly 6. 1997 and flied..the CommI88iOn on F8bn.Jaly 11, 1997'. It is pending
Commission~ In 00ckat No. 97-8FCC-468-1AT. lb& Kansas If\18fConnedion
Agreement YlII$ RXIJOI.-cf bf the psdIes on February 10. 1997 end Brooks anIfcipates
that 1he document wil be filed • the CommiSSion In the next sevemI days.

II. AI9 you cumdly in negottatton with SWST-Kfor an tnten:onnection a.gr8elT\ent?

Rtsponst: No. nwgalfdons...condudea witI'*1 the last two weeks. culminating In
the Int8rcomed:ion Agreement oescrtJecl in th& immediately preceding response.

"... ilL Is your$=Cf1lf*lY amentty~ local exch8f'9t servtces in Kansas?

A: No.

- "....,

V.1f 1he anawerto question No. III Is YES;

A. To how many resldenUaJ cusDn8IS are you C1ImM\tItJ providfng IocIsl exchange
MfVice and tfle runber of Ime8 in service for 1he8e c:us1om~?

BtIQOns!: Not appMcabIe.

B. To how many business~ am you aunentIy providing 1oea1 exchange
servfce and the number of ines in servtce for 1he8e customers?

Re!pOnSI: NDt appIIcaDIa

1
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C. What 0Ihefservtces are you provicIng to these aJstomers other than tt1e aa:ess
line?

D. In Which geographfc mas i1 Kans8I am Ihese serviceS being prnvIded?

B8!pprM: Not appIt;ebIe.

,....... E. Are...~ being proVided via your own facil"1ties.. resold $eMCeS,
unbuI'ded eternents or a cocrlbbltlon?

Rep1H; Not appflCable.

F. Ale you pravidlng lDcaIexchange serviCe USing SWBT·K facilil8 in a manner
other than on h! b8siIi of your intercomedIon 8gieement? If 80. pIe85e desoribe.

6a§Ponse: NotaA*able.

P.04

H. As~ to Ihe pmvis10ning of load exchange seMce; please dMeIibe the
facIUUes in operation you have in SWBT·K C8ftifted area inciuding the rumbet, type and
loCatiOn of swttches-

Response: Not applicable.

i .. Pn:,Mde. desctIptIon and stabJS of .a compIa.intsI made to SWBT..K or gcwemmental
auIhOIitiea regarding access or ability to ms8I their services.

BfspOrpe: Not ~BcabIe..

".....
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J. Has SW8T~ in good faith in all areas of your Interconnection
Agreement? If not. please..n.

RMoarH: In 8RIok8" opInlan.. SWBT responded in good faith in the plOC*$ of
~'9"h~i6CAfOn~rOttcans-. lt8hodld be noted. however.
thIt II: cllfenMC881n apHrJn bItWMn BmOks aNI SWBT~
wMIh8r varIDus -.. anc:I COl....cantaII'*I in..h'~.Agreernn.
... carsisW4 Will ....subsW'Itive 'Itiand8td& ccnt8Ined In 8eaIion 251 and 8aoticn 252
(d) of..Act. In -.cuIing the InteR:alneCIOn AgrMment. Brooks~ otJly
th8t I sdsfie8 the SectIon 252 (6) su.ndaJds for negodatad (rather than albltratH)
interCClnneCIIO _E!IEI'nMts.
8rDDks woukl also at8Ie 1hat because me Kansas Interconnection Agreement W88 only
sq:.ed vert RICed¥. as ecperienc:e regaRIng impIemei d1dIof'I of this partiCular
~ ialmll8d. 'T11e one area In vA1ich Broak& does have some experience
~ it1terc:olil"1eCtiOn~...mAam to its Kansas l18CWOdC is in the
area of coOocatIor'I. since Brooks s.ubmitted (and SWBT accepted for proceseing)
~ frx' physical COllocations atvadou$ SWOT centnII ofbs in the Kansas CIty
mea prior to execution of the Kansas Intert:onneCtiOn Agmement. While d.epIoyment of
thole~ 18 SIll In progrees. 8rooks <aI state generally that there are
significant diIerenc:es in opinion between Btooks and swaT c:oncerring the
~ of 1he oaUocatiOn pdces quoted by SweTt and rvgardIng the
procesting ttma frameS asSOCiated with making coUocation spaces avai1abI&. Breaks
1:JeIIieve$1hat1heooIo<1Jtion ptices are e«l88&iVe. and that &he 1.irne frames required by
SWBT toProeas& Bmak8' COUOcaJlon apPle :Alb"'1S have bMn unreasonably loog.

K.. What~ ol in18rconnection with SWBT-K are 8V8IabIe including co1lOCation?

BfSponse: The Kansas IntElroonnection AgrMmenl provides that in MCh SWBT
~ 8I1t8. in which Brooks offers toeat~ service Brooks wII, at a minimum.
mtereonnect ita netwodc fIIciIities to each SWBT acc:eea tandem. aJXt ei1har (a) to eaetI
SwaT Iocaf tandem or (b) ead1 SWST end onic:e subtending such local tandem.
Aclc:litianaI poi..of int8A:oni1eetion may be f'equtAld for~ to services such as
Directory Assistsnot, Operalor 5ervi0E, and 9111E911 5erYice. See, section fJ.A.1.
The agmernert prcMde$ that SWST wiU make available to Brooks vittuaJ COIIocaion
under1he same 18•• tetm8.. and concitions as ccxLtafll8d in SWBrs irde~virtual
~~ tariff. and wlU mUe physk;aI coIocatioo avaa.bte. •...under
the same terms and condI1Ion8 available to sImIarty silualed caniers at the time Of suCh
reque&t- see. 8ec:IIon ILB.2.. and 3_ see~~ Appencix -NlM"' (Netwoltc
In1aroDmeodon u.thod8) reganing phy$iCaI CCIIocatIon unQer the agreement Phy$Ical
codoeatton appIIeatfc;tn$ are priced and processed by SWBT on an inclviduat case basis.
'T'tte agreement also tnake8 available -SONET..QIsed InterconnectlonM as an option.

P.05
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... Has SWBT-K prcMded the foIIowfng SO your company In accordance with the
TeleiXJiflllUJl'llcildons /J4 of 19961 If not pI.&&Se exprB1:

,...., , . intereonnecaon

2.. access to netWork eIement8

3. aa::II!!II8 to..pales. duds. condUIts. and righl&-of-way owned orCCH Itlalled by
SWBT-K

4. aCC&eSS to 911 and e911.

$.di~8SSiSIance

P.06

.,.,....,

s.. operatorCd c:ompIedon

1. white~ directory IIsttngs

8.. telephont nulubel'$ for 85SIgnment

i. accesa to databases and assoetared signaling neoessay for cell rotAing and
compI8tlorI

.,...... 10. number C)OrtabiIfty

t1. saMe. or infotmsllon neces88IY to Implement Ioe8f cldng parity

12. recipTOC&l axnpeiddon arrangements

BJiGons!: "Tbe KanA$~ Agteement provides loreach of the aboVe­
ideiCifiec1 items. Bpcause BmoIcs.m SWBT tvlva only recenuy exacutwd the Kansm;
Intereennecdon~ SW8T i8 not yet ""'Illy pswidJng arYf of the~1Isted
itemS to 8t00k8. Further. Brooks CWVlOt coJ'lfitrn that the I'IIe8T tenns and CDndition8
specttied in 1M aga.-nent 81& consistent with substilnlive standaR1s of s.ctIons 25'
and 2S2 Cd) of the Ad.. lNI roservation inclUdes. but is natnecenarlly limited to, the
rates <:01 rtIined in the agreement tor ...., 01 theM Items. In the process of negot.Iat1ons
fortNs agreement.. Brooks did not have acc«P to SWBT'1o cost slUdies,. and BI'DQks
made no~ of WheIhet fJUCh rates are con&i&tent with the pricing standanI
comained in section 252 (d). Norwas such an evaluation required .as patt of Brooks'
nego1Iations -Mth. SWBT. since compiance wI1h the subs'tIIlti\te standard of SedfOn 251
is nat reQUired under the Ad. for negotiated agceernenI8;~. only the more limited
SIandaRiS of Section 2S2 (e) are ~IC1lble to SUCh agreements. Until a COI\"Ipr'9hensive
irwes8gation of SWBTs cost6 of IntI!rconl\9Ctil:ln, urtJundled network elements. tl'I&
avoided cost associated wIIh~ and'other items related to ittanxr.."1eCtir>"l is
compIetRd by lie Commission. Brooks is WiUlOUt a basis for d8tenniring Whether
SWBi's rates are comiStent With the secUon 251 standard.
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